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OPINION

Franks, J.

In this action to terminate the parental rights of Carol Ann Musick, the



Trial Judge found that Musick had abandoned her children and she had not complied
with her plan of careand responsibilities. Musick has appeal ed.

A ground for termination of parental rights, abandonment, isfound in
Tennessee Code Annotated 836-1-113(g)(1), and abandonment is defined as a parent
who has either wilfully failed to visit or wilfully failed to support a child within four
consecutive months immediately preceding the filing of an action to terminate parental
rights. T.C.A. 836-1-102(1)(a)(1).

The other ground found by the Trial Judge to terminate parental rights
was substantial non-compliance by the parent with the statement of responsibilitiesin
apermanency plan or plan of care as provided by the Code. T.C.A. 836-1-113(g)(2).

Our review of the Trial Court’s findings is de novo and we affirm the
termination if the statutory ground for termination isestablished by clear and
convincing evidence.

It is unnecessary for us to consider both grounds since we conclude
there is clear and convincing evidence that the mother had abandoned the children
within the meaning of the statutory ground for terminating parental rights on
abandonment. The mother conceded that for at least one year prior to the filing of the
petition, she had not visited with her children. Her excuse was that she could not
obtain trangportation or did not schedule visits. The reasons given for not visiting the
children are not supported in the record. For asubstantial part of thistime, Musick’s
boyfriend, as well as his neice, provided her with transportation. There was public
transportation available, and transportation was available through the auspices of the
Department. She did not avail herself of any of these services to visit her children.

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the Trial Court and remand with

cost of the appeal assessed to the appellant.
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